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"ETHNICITY, "COMMUN ICARION AND URBAN STRATIFICATION 
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‘-The persistence of ethnicity and ethnic group attachments has been 


the subject of various myths in advanced industrial "immigrant countries" 
® ¢ ; J a. % : 
such as the United Stafss_and Canada. Despite all. the forces of urbanization, 
_industrialization ard soctal mobility in complex modern societies, there has 
. < { 


been increasing flourish of national/racial consciousness among ethnic and 
: F ; / 


/ 


regional minorities in America and Canada in recent years. Though C@#adians 
have long maintained ethnic pluralism to be the goal in their "mosaic" 


society, there has neceorty been, concern that racial UP teeneee would 


complicate th cture. In the United States, on the sia ‘hand," the tradi- 


tional symbol of "melting ‘pot" society enor with increasing disfavor in e 


recent years. The“ fise of ethnic power movenie¢nts in the United States during ~ 
the 1960's has cast considerable doubt upon the validity of the melting pot 
process by which ethnic minorities were thought to assimilate into the 


A 
homogeneous American society. Novak and Schermerhorn note the racially 


tense: and alienated atmosphere of recent years in which the new focus on 
ethnicity and ethnic pluralism has developed in America. In the’ face of 
more visible and demanding ethnic movements, the American public has gradually 


oe shifted away from the ideal of, hoitogenizad: culture toward one of cultural | 


diversity and ethnic pluralism. 


The renewed intérest in ethnics iny America also comes at a time when iF 
ee %, he Fe 5 : wt 
abEP ae scoters ae mar i on, the nged of redevelopmant’ of the ‘cores of ah 
% Ta ‘ hy ‘ 4% we ‘ ne a 
i mpbensat lean dreas. Life still eae ‘arourd ettinic Pic lawee in many citys ; a 


‘tie ghborhoods though ‘thelr ausbers have been ‘diminished acnewhart, Ethnic + 


groupe have appeared ia surburban areas and newly arrived ae groups 


“~ ee Ee 


; _o 
ae eg (é.g., South Americans, Filipinos, ‘Senate Koreans, Vietnamese) ‘are recons- 


re “a5. ; : ae “a ‘ eS ag I : sg 


ne r Ce Oe : : 
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tituting themselves in both the cities and surburbs. A resurgence has also been 


; , noted among scholars ‘coneerned with ethnicity. Since Gordon's influential work + 


in which he formulated the concept of "ethglass," numerous studies have focu- 


) 


‘ged on the extent to which ethnics have become acculturated or assimilated. 


The present paper examines major.dimensions of ethnicity throuhg a\review 


of the lj terature and presents: a theoretical model with propositional] state- 


ments reflecting a concern for the systematic study of ethnicity. Here we will 


examine the relationship between ethnicity, communication and urban stratifi- 


cation. It is the notion of stratification based on ¢lass-economic’ position, 


which has generated so much attention and disagreement in sociology and ethnic 


research. Some have tied class to mobility, the end of ethnic neighborhoods, 


6 * - é a 
and ethnic interaction and identification; others have rejected the hypothe- 


- 
. 


sized relationship between ethnic assimilation, social class and mobility. 


. 


This disagreement is often due to the different concepts, levels and units 
of analysis utilized in ethnic research, however. The literature is replete | 


often with researchers looking at the "same" things with different operational / 


‘indicators, depending on the’ level of analysis ‘and whether the analytic models 


4“. 


ee 


o 


, the cultural srleine of ethnic groups. 


. teypes At enpiriedl, Ghanges é. B+ assimilation, «acculturation, devélopment yi 


%. 
are stabis or dynamic. In’a static model, for example, residential segregation 


) 2 ‘ ; ae, 
coincides with particular patterns of interaction, leading “us.to conclude | 


. ~~ 


that the latter led to segregated ethnic groups, while a dynamic model identi- . 


fies interaction patterns that help maintain far-flung, scattered ethnic. 


ahead members. The literature algo often discriminates between different 
=~ 


a * 


e micas! and ethnic consciousness), although these oar are ait’ based on 


Piecharedne, what is the communication "component'’ in these change 


a eee Often ignored or-"assumed" under rubrics of "interaction or ~*~ 


"linkages," slat ca act ik ba both interpersonal and mass communication. — 
. . ‘ ¢ a ’ , ; - eae rad 
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Though communication is often defined as the sending and receiving of messages 
or encoding of symbols into messages, researchers have ‘ictuantaaty employed 
dyadic concepts to understand communphewetin processes. This lauds us to con- 
sider networks and patterns of communication linking people to each other and 
into larger collective units such as ethnic weaken: Communication networks 
_ hold social systems together, yet relatively little attention has been paid 
to vetarivashion between communication. channels and ‘ iecaseeetnedc of such 
systems, heteroBeneity Ne Vie Ethnic groups depend on interper- 
sonal, and mass communication networks to coordinate their activities. Increa- 
sed urban problems haye Lively sented greater reliance on ethnic ‘communica- 
tion channels to meet the demands of the exteynal environment. As ethnic | 
atuearin to the U.S. and Canada is still continuing, how will the "newer" 
immigrants fit into thes§ industrial, urban societies jo vetaune with the 
- Molder" immigrants? Thus, our diecevelon centers Jeind eters on these 
"immigrant" countries ~ ignores places where ethfic self-determination 
movements may result in the creation of a new nation-state. 

The present paper will. be divided into two parts: one examing the : 
relevant literature in ethnicity and the other developing a theory based on 
* the available evidence in the literature. In the first part, we will examine 
the research literature in eivaanaaioane areas: ethnicity, stvantftestion 
“and communication. In each of these areas, we will generate hypotheses based: ‘ ’ 
= the available evidence, in sociological, aaa! ca and payenoyoetcat 
1Eyerature regarding ‘alhcaey; stratifigation: and communication, In| the 7 
second part, we will develop and present a eheprentesl molee with propositional 
statements specifying Sadia Gituctaaeie’ relettonsitips. ‘The study is explo- + 
ratory in natufe. The relevant empirical studies will be used: primarily as. 
; ra 
guides to suggest the theory. In most inwenncess the evidence is ‘conflicting : 
to offer substantial support for our theoretical arguments. Therefore, the 
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Ethnicity ne: 9 FA : : 


/ cultural, religious, national, linguistic-or even purely social groups.” ~ 


“ascriptively-identitied Sroups (e. i davioual origin and, race), achievement- 
‘deatpuated groups (eigey class and occupation), and int 


: (e. ee spouses. and friends). 


evidence, will be used. only to suggest our theoretical propositions. However, 
we will make an attempt to state the theory in such a way that it can at least 
be tested and thereofore supported or rejected. For such a purpose, we will 
present sets of specific variables and their operational indicators pertinent 


to the study of ethnicity, communication ‘snd urban stratification. 


Literature Review 


.The term "ethnicity" refers to "the socialization process by which 
‘dadtviauats in involuntary groups apugett and share the coin eulpure of 
their group" and the term ethnic group" refers to a cultural subsystem 
of larger societies in. which a group of people share’ a common ‘is distinc ae 
‘tive culeure,! Leckenby notes that ethnicity is essentially concerned with 
F st 


the relational aspects of group life or the social bond in human groups, and 


the term "ethnic group" is being used increasingly as an overall term:for 


Clearly, then, the term "ethnfcity" consists of multi-dimensional concepts... 


‘and requires utilizatibn of concepts. from different levels and units of f 
analysis including societies, cui oniie group? and indfviduals. rath er 


we focus primarily on ethnic groups and individual. Though our sak fonal., 
statements will be based on the individual level of ae attention will 
-@ Ars 


also’ We pata to the relationships between group-level concepts. Some a the 


ak! 
pertinent. groups “sree: ‘eputial Laiciuetves Ve Be»: cities and néigbborhocdad: 


a oe 


te primary groups 


As regarding to’ the concepts of ere we d Sees iia “between: “two 


dual remains cognizant of his.own. ethnic group and caltyre and Barer es 


6 a ; . ; . 


er 


-type/image is held,. though ‘there is alae considerable agreemerit ‘better, 


cognitive and attitudinal traits that are common to his group, and behavior 


or participatory aspects of ethnicity which are based on shared behavioral 


similarities among members of the same ethnic group. The former includes su 


concepts, as ethnic aire -identity, aete- -image é a a and self-esteem; 


the latter deals with objective charactersitics of ethidviey. such as ethni 


parents, ethnic inarriage, language use, and group membership. 


« ® a 2 


Researchers concerned with ps¥chological aspects of Sencar ey have be 


* 


Sutenenedd primarily in ethnic identity, and most of them has dealt with 


cultural ABSRETEY ickoee! Ethnic identity examined in these studies describes 


_ the vextent to which members of an ethnic group consider their ingroup an 


% 


mupent tad part of: their self-identification: are they proud of their ingroup? 


| 


Does it provide them with a exci heritage? Do they wish to remember it. f) 


* 


remain as eietiacs py they are given a choice? Thus, eats identificati 
/ 


refers to the degree of eait-tdentity with respect to ingroup affirmation or 


ingroup denial and requires formation and development of self-stereotype/inage, . 


‘self-esteem, and self-evaluation, This can also include the idea of discrepan-. 


v 


cy between ingroup members" real arid ideal identification. Using Lewin's. 


theory, there is the ‘concept fo) narginality in ethnic identity that peters: te 


the Uncertain position of. persons experiencing two egleures but “identified ii 


”~ 


with neither.® Brigham’ s Lit oo review in efnnds stereotypes shays that: 


or is consid for’ vorkatie n how widely, or’ oeanaals an’ ‘ethnic: stereg= ’ 


ethnic groups on the dbuponents of shell own HavasittanPinghc?! 


Hs, 
x 


Studies examining “the SuEEREA of ‘relationships between self- -identity, y 


self-esteem and. se1f-image Show that these components of athidcdty are gene- 
rally intercorrelated. Assessing the relationship between self-image and . 


cultrual identity factors, McCormick and Balia note that pee attached more 


p ‘ 
’ t- # ; 
‘ 
Pa 
, 


«tt 


to Lebanese culture show less image disparity b 
image.° Gardner argues “that ethnic stereotypés Rave a more reliable and pre- 


‘ 


group soupport.”.Zak notes that self-esteem Adds explained ‘variance to ethnic 


* geruccure. Thus, this. includes /not only behavioral, participational acts 


occupation and dhecias Ware sé are aaa either in terms of teeta 

- ethnic characteristics fe cae ational origin, thnic parents, language, 

customs), or in terms of pabtbotciecey phhaviées (e.g., ethnic marriage, 

friendship, neighborhood, participation in voluntary associations), These 

different types of seonee ne are then donsidered within and/or across de 

ent levels of analysis, pes as chee occupation and status.. s _ 

In our study, as mene tenes 1 earlier, we distinguish between two’ catego | 

ries of ethnicity -- ah ia and behavioral- ~participational. We expect ,! 

ed psychological aspects of ethnicity are not Raker noise with objective, 
behivioral characteribtics of ethnicity. Cognitive and, gcticudinal traits of % &; 

; ethnicity may be held rega¥dless of actual social betinylon, thouah eis may - m4 

also me scuclineaty to each other. The: pattern of relationships between . 

two categories of ethnicity would cepess on positions and ‘relations of ethnics 


and ethnic groups ‘in society. Ths will, therefore, lead us to nebanuk several ! 


hypotheses specifying relationships REENEER, ethnic {unvttccacten: ethnic 


2 


| tow of 2. se 
' 7 | oe . oi Ae 
ab: : ' characteristics, and ethnics’ participatory. behavior after we review more li- 


terature pertinent to ethnicity, stratification and communication. 
As Yancy, Erickson and Juliani point Sib vthe aneiveta of ethnicity in . 
the literature hae beat dominated by an wengucks between the "assimilationist } ; 
vr pluralist" vesuntneinees = ‘ - - : ; 
According to the assimilationist perspective, ethnicity disappears over 
, time and with continual contacts with the core host society. Gordon has asser- 
: . ted that descendants of immigrants exhibit relatively few characteristics whi- | 
ch aaah. See them from other Americans; they integrate’ fully with other 
Americans and maintain qa low level of identification with their ethnic groun;? 
Dahl argues that ethnic political consciousness declines as members of succee- | a 
ding generations scup higher social statins Tinkad and. Kikumura and Kitano o° 
have Studied i te aaa marriage’ patterns and found that both the 


4 “ . 
Pet ed “ ’ r ? t 


Aartnke tea the rate of laternatelane have changed noticeably ERERuEN genera- 
4 


2 


tions and as a result of evens eobiitey.*” A similar trend is noted a mother- f 
tongue shift among ethnics living in Canada and America.? According to the 
assimilationist position, therefore, social mobility and sonbinuel contacts 
with a host society weaken ethnic intra-group relations and sae ethnic 
identity. The position migesete a’ direct relationship berwaan ethnic assimi- 


“lation and. social class by relating adana to asa the end of ethnic ete 


ghborhoods, tea edie interactions sad ethnic tdantificantigh: with an in- 


‘ 
a 
A 


* ’ crease in ancome and the ‘accompanying mobility, ethnics melt into a host ei are 
ee \ ‘ 
; ws, society and lose ther ethn identity. ar é | hese < aa i 
¥ ’ aera -* ? 
hthe pluralist poate onthe other hae ceoheeives the cteststnild of. 


ethnicity as the basis'of the. continued importance of ethnic groups. Glazer 
and aati argue that ethnicity. pervades all aphares of life amree ethnic 
groups in America and bluntly "reject the melting pot myth by- saying: “me 


sine about the Saas pot is that it did ,not happen." 06 ‘In research con- 


{ 


. ae . * int - . 
- * 
+ ¥ . * 


antes with ethnic polities, Greeley, - Parenti and Wolfinger, among others, 
iW . 
have found that ethnic Aneticans possess political orientations different 


from\ those .of non-ethnics and that ethnic voting patterns persist for many 
generations.’ Wolfinger points out that ethnic: voting patterns sundae into. , 
the second and third. generations and social changes occured £4 these genera- — 
_ , tions have not reduced the political importance of national origins. 1° In: 
other categories. of ethnicity, Sengstock notes that American-reared members 
of wehade group (Chaldeans) exhibited continued immigrant traits with regard 


6 ‘ 
to their personal identification; some American-reared members of this group 


- continued to identify with their own ethnic community ‘after they had dropped : 
many other aspects of their ethnic socio-cultural patterns,’ such as Lajaiage ¥ 
and customs)? Abramson notes that aphusy variation in religious behavior : 


over siieiants cus is more frequently the case, depending not as much » on | the . 


N 
‘ it Geis of the American neeeaenee as on the valivtooutivic culture itself. aus E 


Ae : koleveratts and Dobratz shaw high rates of intermarriage and formation of. 


\ 6 , 


a within ethnicity and class than one would get by chance: "There 


—s 


seems to be a very pervasive tendency to oe iutiuate relations within one's 


6 own ethnicity and class. This is true. regardless of one's social claas.22 


. Cohen ‘also shows that indicators of ethnic assimilation (inter-ethnic ‘marri-, 


ly unrelated, a 


age and friendship) and of social class are. 


ee a Ai Thus, the major esearch questions in this argument have concerned with 
. the extent ca which ethnics have become accultu mee and assimilated. Here =< 


, we need cordon s influential i cma a between asciniYation and accultura- 


a eT 


foi; Acculturation is the acauivitton of the native culture, while social 


‘ 


or structural assimilation is the integration of ‘ethnics at the primary level, 
. PN « 
ineluding kinship, neighbors and close friends? This distinction can also be 
; dn line with our distinction between two categories of ethnicity discussed 


above. Another major questions are the impact of’ class (socio-economic status) 


on acculturation and assimilation. Thus, the social stratification of and 


within chen groups cunudieen attention. j . 


seeticas tee 


The importance of clase in the study of ethnics is noted in the fact 
sae , .* \ 9 


that the social rankings of, some ethnic groups roughly correspond to data 


on "social distance." Others have pointed out that people. retaining their 


ethnicity tend,to be blue-collar residents stranded in urban neighborhoods; 
* ; : 


with an increase in HcOme and the accompanying mobility, these ethnics: move 


se 


to heterogeneous surburbs and lose their echute identification, according ¢ to 
the assinilationist perspective. As noted, however, the position of class 

XN . 
in the ethnic literature is ‘of eonaidetabie controversy. » 


_Van de Berehe: argues that it is essential to differentiate Jaeabead 


‘ 


from aati Wehbe two fundawentad bases of differentiation in complex 


siavinn and industrial societies are. always interrelated, but never “in a 


simple preordained fashion." an Sometimes class and ethnic catégories over- 


lap. nearly completely. For example, being an Indian and a peasant are aid 


coterminous in Peru;. in other places, ethnic meenne are’ proportionately re- 


Presented at each class. Livers Gordon looks at Bath lasted ethnicity 


"functioning for the individual in, at least three ways: ) as a source of 


particular cultural paeverhe. (2) as the eockns arte hc most primary: and 
many secondary relations, and (3) as. ‘a rarer of group identification. 


Rae 


_ He notes: that people tend to liate aie parttetpation to See a own. social 


class Within their own pears group -- the ? eho panel anil argues that. 


a , 


. class is more important than ethnicity in the display of patterns of ‘social 
, \ Neat? : eo ‘ , 


a ps : ‘ ; oat 1 
behavior,"" ; : : se 


ry 


However, the importance of class has been questioned by many RORRATEHEER, 


) 
Klorman points out that the primacy of social class exaggerates the importance | 


of ‘wateuncatal rewards and ignores aehae AmPOREARE i of cleavage, sach . 


+ . ‘ a is . 
’ 
. ‘ > 
, : a 
- , 


ey gee Ie 


5% pote \ote on gare pee ee , a“ 
Aas ethnicity. “© 
a —_~ | 

of social organization to class and ethnicity is an alternative form of iden- 


tification to class consciousness. He argues that~ethnicity, like class, is a 


changeable status that may or. may not be articulated in a particular context »° 

‘ ee ; zi ‘ 
. 27 \ ° 
or at particular. times. 


Marger notes that we need to study the interplay of ethnic and class 


statuses to determine how they are mutually reinforcing and when they are 


‘simply kepr in separate compartments: ~° 


"we need to know ... to what degree interpersonal relations are 
shaped by class factors and to what degree by ethnic factors. Hqw much 
do cultural orientations reflect class position and how much ethnic 

: background? To what extent is one's group identity conceived in’ terms 
of ethnic status or class status? And, most critically, when and to 
what degree will the dominant groups of the society-view the person in 
ethnic terms and when and: to what" degree in class terms? (p. 22) 


: Me hypothesizes that "the greater the span between an individual's ethnic 


7 


‘group and the dominant one, the greater the possibility that social status 
s Ave : 


will be assigned on the basis of ethnicity” and notes that we can generalize 


* 


from the Ue S., Canada and Northern Ireland diet "the more, acute the ethnic 
29 


. 


cheayage fs the society, the lower the degtee of class sgametmaneuad! 
Social stratification has been Linked to attate. group assimilation, but 


the ‘way in which. the social Sdie Seats: and ethnic variakien perform in the 


f 


assimilation procéss is alpen ‘Eckert argues that ‘more heterogeneous 


&= - 
. 


ethnic groups ‘euviailave more quickly because the disappearance of commort 


“ethnic bond allows social and economist: differences to surface and dandaater™ 
"ean “e the U.S. class system prevents mobility of the soscuedtucataa 

Horie! & model of the breakdown of aeninic group wuheered posits a aide role 
_, for, fotmal education, the most AGPOTEANE determinant of* cia aos of 


frtendehtp choices and the expression of astiad lattoniee: attitudes. HOWENER: 


Launann’ 8 study does not support Borhek's model, though it, does Hot support 


“7 ae Sg ‘ 


Abramson notes that an ethnic community is an alternative form | 


ed 


“. 


- 


“the eeleine Bob view of assimilation either: ? Gans seems to find more inten- 
z “« i ’ ‘ i , 
33 


sive social interaction with, class than “edit weeei “ae class sus rises; 


Wanever, Baltzell' 8 description notes ehap) evident ‘class consciousness exists _ 


only at the pinnacle of the U.S. social ‘erarchy and not in the middle or 


“lower lems. ieee suggests ‘that sheadetiey may be ‘less visible at 


_ 


middle class than lower class Sevelac?? Using interethnic marriage and friend- 


ship as indicators of ‘ethnic assimilation, Cohen finds they are generally un- 


related to ches, class (education, geesupeesenal PRERETERs income .and. father's 


educat ion-occupational prestige). M adweueD, he does find ‘a ‘relationship between 
social class (especially education) and. ethnic assimilation among vasantly= 

id 
arrived ethnic groups.-He. thus concludes that measurement of, more dimensions. , 


.) 


of ethnicity: is needed and that social class affects only some dimensions of 
assimilation. »° 


The available evidence in ‘the gtheratiee, then, suggests that while 


' social bites is parheve the: most pervasive and néwerfut in. groupings of sub- 
~ 


cultures (ethate socialization), ethnic subgroups Kdetined.’ in terms of Tace 
nationality. or religion) are. also" “Signficant, especially at lower disse levels. 
The fact that ethnic identi btearion, cul tual ‘orientation and primary. asl 


relations are largely voluntary contributes to the volitility, of “conscious~ 


aoe, neEs: -din’ “tiul tiethnic: class. bocteties, pope may be opting for either clive 


ie: 


“or ethinteity in varying degrees. Also, as sipedd tn different dinénetons of ~ 


* 


ethnicity, the strength of class or ethnic. identification should correlate 


with the degree of primary group interaction with either an etMic or class” 


-contenxt , if participational ethnic identification is based on shared beha- 


a . 
p ” . . 
aS « ; 
¢ ee oe: » Se a WE ag Pe a 
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“vioral patterns. c fg i Oe 


ay gra th SS ld ps : Z 
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The stratification of ‘ptt. groups: has, also. been: noted. Hechter 1 notes 
‘2 


An a British study that: <ethnte solidarity: among peripheral groups fesults not - : . 


from {solation but their. r dependent position in the ‘social structure, but 


= Laumaénn says eT “rua segregation @ a groups Saree parallels 


’ + rankings of ethnic. vou However, the stratification of ethnic groups at - 


least within the U. S. is apparently changing as more csaeantiy arrived immigrant 
groups move up the socio-economic bratus ladder, as noted by créeley,2? Guest 
te 2 oe | “and ‘Weed have found’ declines in residential segregation for "newer" ethnic 

| > groups from éoithera vag eastern: Europe but increases in segregation doe old: 


‘ethnic groups. They, argue that ethnic segregation would ‘noartatte to exist even 
Ok ‘social status differences anoig ethnic. groups ateappear.“? Thus, ethnic 


wa he: 


. neighborhoods would exist regardless of social RURAREEL CALA DH In an Australian . 
me “study, Burnley. concludes rnee exnateify common ly accentuates iseicy rank di- 
. fferences: between | areas of Ae cities by. ainERenRAnR social ‘segregation.§) 
‘Lieberson Ba notes that, groups which are highly anenaeel in urban areas _ 
maintain ee of | segregation in ‘even affluent Sutaiae prigaetiy Ci :. 
also differentiates ‘apparently homogeneous areas. Darroch and Marston- note. 


that waveret there characteristics generate patterns of. residential segrega- _ 
plan: including period: of “{nmigration’ and religion. However, ‘they also recog- - e 
a “4 pee 


nize that further clarification ‘of the relationsip. between‘social STEER: and s 


~ Cevideoriel segregation 6: needed: "We do not: yet know, for example, either 


“the manner in which all the various dimensions of ethnicity are “‘tnter-related, se 


or, perhaps none atrategically, how they ‘telate ‘to the separate dimensions ¢ of 


Be, A ° st nd: Ue Ny Gp MEAS ” ate ‘ aye" = t wey Py a Geis age a er : . 
; socioeconomié status.” a ee oe ee : Be . ; i ee 
in sic, ee ae nots a 


os | _ Group size: ‘can also be linked to ite social structural characteristics. i 
® a ' 
. The size-urbanization (heterogeneity) ieietlousite cited. by Greer for cttteal® ge 


‘ 


can be found for ethnic. groups, vhere we would Preece darger ethnic proups to 
e > " ON 
‘be, mors heterogeneous in terms of socioeconomic status. Though size of ethnic : 


n 
e°- a Pa 


ate “ - group dn ‘a metropolitan: area would be. dependent: upon a’ variety “Of factors ip. 


Pe 


the long: run (e. es; migration flow and polici 8, job opportunities, flow mY: 
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rm aia cane point in time size could affect the geaup! 8 spatial 


« 


distribution; including c concentration ine etimic Hiedahborkoade and. location in! 


a etary 


central cities or surburbs. This, in turn, would weteed group interaction and 


, 


- communication patterns. eeer shows that -urbanizatign is a contdinuurh and that 


. 


'. there are different types of neighborhoods din terms of interaction. In low 


ages 


sume ape social position is defined by common. interésts and associations, 


more Like a wal community: 0 or neighborhood. ‘In high urban areas social posi- 


Osten +* defined i? one's scietitoas dn ottiny oppdnteationnt contexts and social 


mm) 


life is centered around informal social groups.” } Wirth assumes that rural... 
‘ oS ky f zo bet « a 8 e ni 4 ? * : % “ a 
social relations tend: to be primary in character (family, relatives, peers), 

while those in urban society tend-to be secondary (occupation, organization). 


: - Hdwevgr, the very variety of social: relatfonships found in cities contradicts 


. Communication 


this view. There are primary relationships and even asad in cities; 


Tomeh notes greater informal social, participation ah surburbs than in ettien, 


ae 
In other words, communication, and interaction ‘takes place in many contexts, 


with different ss structural characteristics gal behavioral ie aaa 
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Below, SERED Ee we viii review the literature. vevttnent to guint communica- .° 


ow 
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Communication is the aes between ethnics, their neighborhoods, and the 


tion. 


ee, demands of the external environment. Greer ebeerves that Senne at Son rele- 


ce ba 
& 


Ve zations in the tovale and elie community press.“8 


"tad takes place $4 anny contexts; . ioe is wave tdatile with the teighbors a 


as by oe ae aire #45 


vant to a neighborhood takes place though: two channgie: -- “Godimbary organ 


Interperdonal cinmintcatton 


. bus gtops, schools and BROSESy corners, on eapewaliey -over backyards. -- 


casual interaction among, those whose paths muck. cross. ‘Thus, BoE aniarere 


sonal and mass | ‘communication channels are Snetrumental td the procenaes which 


* 


oriide continuity to ethnic groups. ; x 


What is bis role of interpersonal ‘and mass communication in the relations - 


~ nM ” 
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bee: 
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3 between different ethnics and within ethnic groups? ££ strong communicatian 


Se en 


ee ———_— rn en etna ee 


Links can help maintain: close eetuine ties and identification, the lack of such 


. 


Links may weaken ‘ethale relations and identification. 


Complex models, employing communication concepts have been introduced in 


“vt 


the past fous years to sasgount ” for ethnicity. Goldlust and Richmond RrEeeny 


- ttultivariate mate of mit grant adaptation that fotases on ethnic Adentifi- 


: wa 


cation and includes as important factors: low reliance on ethnic mass Meats, 


“, Pd } 


language, low eunyee social distance, dissimilarity of spouse. and ‘friends, 


cognitive acculturation, education, ‘social ssbitity, econdmic achieveseat,” ; 


length. of residence and. ‘low age oF rrival, and primary integration. Finding 


. "eduéation, and length: ae residence as * ne most. important BESHIC EINE, deterni- Seo? 


s canaaian soutien Laumann presents a model for ‘the analysis of indivi-. LY 
ae \ 


~ 
zy, . 


dante: they Adentify ting typologies of immigrant adaptation oe Ai to ite. 


duak. friendship (communication) networks. is hypothetical model, places the 


structure of taterpersonal networks between individual, characterisitcs and 


ethnic. identification, as well as other social ald sceabatsenat sttitodes’ 


Thus, Ioaisiacit notes thie importance of both individual “traits and characteri- 
a” ae 


stics (lembgeaptes, soicoeconomic characteristics and Personality traits); 


-achievement-based (occupation) and spexipive vans (ethriicity) social groups, _ 


aut ‘ghee host: SoBatEye In her study of Korean immigrants. to the. U.S., Bin 


to the. development of a refined and realistics perception arid understanding : 


and soatiatiyiinclosive areas (homogeneity and ‘spatial distribution), man 


assumes that social networks mediate between social positions and actual 
attitudes ane behaviors”: Kim ‘présents a a canal nodel of communication Be ; 


tterns of inmi grants in the Process. of acculturation and notes the signiti- 


cant ‘contribution of both ‘atecpereniat ‘and mass SommtinntoshieH experiences . 


ae 
.” saa * 


alee 


identifies ‘four ebubal factors as major determinants of the iapexunat a 


=e ae 
comminication patterns -- language competence, ‘acculturation witivation, and 


ae sags fo. Uy 7 Ss. ee 
z o8 


ee ae er \ = 
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accessibility to both tneeeperwona) and mass communication channels. ‘She also - - os 


apo ene-thene four factors ae-effected-by-sone-comon-charasiariatios of 


7, ae 


the Korean immigrants, including educational iSehyround; sex, Tenern of' stay . 


in the U.S., and age at _the time of immigration.” Thus, all three studies — ng 


€ 


cited above have placed the importance of communication Anto _the iickaeors 


acculturation, or maintainance of athnienty and emphasized the aa ciate ot 

nicagion as a mediating payer between individual chatacteristics A actual) / ~* 

attitudes and behaviors. | _ < . | ee 
jdsiatlacion of wi nnecey ecindne te frustrated by the way groups handle: 


information. Hickman notes that to maintain ethnicity, ethnics tend to place. ~ 


zo 


thought and aGErOn ii compartments; “potentially confifeting apt terns are kept ets 


“separate.” Fathi jeeuee that the language and pulture of Canada‘ 8 ethnic: 


cation. Su _ties*{letters, telephone calls, traveling and ethnic mass media 


“minorities today are less in danger of extinction err of the advance of : an 


Soumunigagion, technology that greatly facilitates,contact between people. of 


similar utara: separated hy dtetance. Sengstock notes” that ethnics with 
+: 


a 


‘more ‘contact with the, "mother country” ahaa have stronger erhate identifi- 


Et ’ 
. 


ye 


consumpt{ori) may slow acculturation if the mother country's culture is some- .. 


what stable.’ ee Lago, Mie, - Se. aap 


te 


Communication within ethnic: groups can. lead to greatér- group. cohesion . 


and ethnic ene Deutsch notes that communication links within groupe. re we 


at Ps 
reflect the extent to which an individual i integrated within that: sroup.5> * ip 


* Since culture is a perspective shared by “members of a group, the development 


~* 


> 
‘ ¥ 


of concensus would depend upon people’ s participation din common cdmmunication 
~ pee 


channels. Wheeler notes that members of a social group ‘tend té fold similar 


. 


= values and may have similar behavior patterns "because of intra-group commu- 


nication and access to common channels of information," Wigand notes that 


aw 


interacting with people holding the same values and norms iende te greater — F 
* ‘ i Me 


~ 7 - 
. . ” ee a 
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ethnoreligious networks more congenial to the meengence pe Snteehaee ng net- 


ee 


self-actualization and increased self-esteem that are vital in the process of 


stgs-identification. °7 2 . : _ 


ee eee eet eer ree ee ee 


The more extensive treatment of daberper sonal relationships among difter- a 


ent ethnic groups is foupd in Laumann's Detroit area study, In that study, he 


identifies friendship networks as interlocking (one's friends know each other) 


or radial (one's friends don't. know each other) and notes ascriptive-based 


. works than achievement-based occupational aaeubi, which: ‘tend t6 be more . 
radial in ere er S Hondganeously ethnoreligious networks "are er related 


to interest in senate matters and the mother. country, iia Keuherdate to marry 7 4 


an ethnic. Laumann also finds’ ‘that men $a pure homogeneous networks belong 


, tO more voluntary associations than do those in pure “heterogeneous davgoties, 


‘espécially among highly educated people. _, Novak describes the "Saturday 


ethnics"*who live in non-ethnic neighborhoods, but who have high ethnic iden- 


tifcation and who maintain ties through ethnic organizations, churches, and - 


ethnic festivals and eelsbtations,-” Voluntary associations provide stability 


to ethnic groups by helping. acquire and distribute power, by representing 


. interests for social change or maintainance of the status quo, by sociali- . -~ 
‘ ; ~~ 
, zation and by involving members in interpersonal communication petworks. 


,  Orieans points out that secondary organizations inay generate primary ties 


oF not depending on Spatial contiguity for their sustenance. Kutner data on 


fag 


. voliatary qsncelation participation among Low-income members of mist ethnic 
groupe in the U.S. show blacks the most active,. followed a whites, "Nedicsn® 


Americans, Italian-Americans and Puerto-Ricans. She cnuiiiiee that ethnic 


‘warhacion in participation is related to urbanism, ethnic identity and other 


» 
. 


factors like involvement in informal social nekworkec?” Furthermore, Laumann ~ 


‘notes no relationship between membership in voluntary organizations and aliena- 


“ “tion, dogmatism or powerlessneds. The effect of such membership is found to 
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~ be’ an artifact of socioeconomic status,” and it can’ be furthermore expected 
; that. Ancreased involvement ais sonaneixy organizations and other informal so. 
cial epoacee vould lead to “inereaued ethnic identification. aes 


What, about dh role-oOf mass communication in ethnicity. Unfortunately, 
the impact of re media on "groups" has eintuatly been ignored by rauiaaeheeeas 
The essential mechanism by which mass media ee affect ethnic wirina ieee. aed ; 
Z sia ‘long run is through affecting the assimilation process or ‘inaintenance of 


f 


ba shai groups. Here we need mee: a dietinetion between metropolitan mass 


edie serving majority of people ak ethnic mass media aecving inntivg e 
nics. Certainly, metro mass media provide out-group linkages for ethnits ae 
, and would sevengthen inter-group links while weekeuing intra-group links., 
It is thus expected that metro mass media weaken ‘wthate ties and ethnic iden- 
tity. Shibutani and Kite note tliat mass simmiinbenbion is likely to break 
down the walls of atiincentrion: pingeustes swittablitis of translated novels 
x and of foreign films and, television programs facilitates the "establsihment b 
en og identification" and enables audiences to participate vicariously in the. 


» lives of others.° Katz notes that using the mass media to change commonly- 


held images: of groups is an example of. cultural change. ©” Kim and others show 


A 
ie that use of the host country's mass media is positively tetated to the immi- 
o grants’ ‘acculturation. 
.In contrast, the reverse process would be expected for ethnic mass 
media communication,,which, would strengthen intra-group links and supplement 
/  .°, dnterpersonal eceandreabicls channels in relations to ethnic identity. By 


providing information about the ethnig, community and the mother country, gs « 


ethnic mass media seem to meet the needs of ethnics rot fulfilled by the 


t 


- Metropolitan mass media. Lyle notes that ethnic media exist for the unassi- 


cy 


milated ethnic whose life still centers afound ethnic enclaves in many city 2 


neighborhoods.°> Ward and Gaziano poidt to the appearance of neighborhood- 


L 
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en newspapers and newsletters serving some of the urban communication 


"functions previously ‘eituionad) as, likely ones for cable balesiaion,” Jeffres 


I a a ee ee 


and Hur document a ive of Nehings _ liked" about ethnic neyeparses and .radio 


é 


among 13 ethnic groups in- the metropolitan Cleveland area, including igoat ‘ 


ethnic neva, news 7 the: ' "old country," ethnic language,’ culture, religion 


and music. They also’ note that ethnic mass media use is positively related , 
, a. baer 3 , 
to ethnicity measures such as ethnic identification, ethnic neighborhoods, 
¢ 


membership and activity in ethnic organizations, and observance of ethnic * 


4 @ 
cimtuu The available evidence thus suggests that there is the logic to 


‘ 


relate ethnic mass media communication to ethnicity. Ethnic mass communication 


‘would reinforce ethnicity in conjunction with ethnic interpersonal communi-_ 
e < . hi . 


& 
cation. It can be further expected that ethnics, particylarly those in hetero- 


geneous environments, would use ethnic mass media as a substitute for, or 


- 


supplement -to interpersonal communication channels to maintain ethnicity. 
r * or 2 % ve . . } 
Since the breadth of ethnic mass media is_well illustrated by the list of 


newspapers, and radio stations which target some content at ethnic Aidtencwn.”” 


inclusion of ethnic media in the accountability of ethnic. factors is necessary, 


‘ * 
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Theoretical Model and Propositions 


o- 
“ { 


Our review of the relevant literature in ethnicity available in various 
disciplines wungaaté that seldom have researchers had .the inclination or 
resoufces to approach to the multidimensional concepts of ethnicity from . 
é combined perspective of sociology, political science, psychology, warhees 
pology, etc. In the ree of inadequate ethnicity research, Schermerhorn 
maveleps eight maloe categories which he, subdevides into a number of vari- 


abies dedopearnic’ ‘tia economic variables; educational sriiabiess kinship 


organizational: variables; political and military dimensions; association 


Pa ° 


20 ” de 


form of propositions. 
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: os ; ; 
and communication networks; stratification patterns; belief systems; and social 


« 


__actions and interactions.°’ A similar approach has also. been suggested by Kolm.” 


However, neither has provided a encase framework tn which linkages between 
variables ware wpacthteas: 

On the basis of the ebratare and ccebontig deackibed above, therefore, we 
propose a conceptual model fot the systematic analysis of ethnicity in which 


relationships between socio-structural*variables, communication variables and 


- ethnicity variables can be_ specified and thus tested... Figure I shows a theoreti- 


cal model which illustrates several sets of variables and their relationships , 
pertinent to our study of ethnicity, communication and urban stratification. 


We'll first describe several sets of variables that will be considered in the 


‘ model analysis and then discuss linkages between these sets of variables in the 


-- INSERT FIGURE 1 -ABOUT HERE -- 


— 


‘Spatial Variables: Included here are ethnic neighborhood (percentage of 


neighbors who are the same ethnic) and urbanism (whether ethnics live in the 
: ; } 
central city or in suburbs). 


~ 


Serve tural en ae a Sisco and individual rankings are based on 


the three factors ‘intel ig? vines as the basis for measures of stratification -- 


‘"e we wc eee 


education, income and occupation. _ ) 


Ethnic Interpersonal Communtcation: A variety of destiny ane conducive to ~ 
interpersonal cimaninheacton within ethnic groups, including: membership and 
participation in ethnic organizations tasiee of ethnic social, religious and 
cultural organizations to which ethnics belong and degree of activities in these 
organizations), fetendehip-netvorks (percentage of friends — the same 


ethnic and frequency of contacts with these friends}, living in ethnic neighbor- 


hoods and contacts with ethnic neighbors, and finally contacts with the mother 
4 ’ : 


23 ; 
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‘country by a a and traveling (frequency of correspondence with rela- 


tives and friends in el mother country and frequency of traveling to the mother 


—eacanainnicsioas thee an rn thee enya chrenanth eet nee reeeneetastnpearionsegl 


countey),. “Similar ‘operational measures can be applied to ethnic interpersonal . * 
communication across different ethnic groups (e.g., communications and contact® . 


with members of other ethnic groups). 


Metropolitan Mass Medja Communication: Several different mass media usage 


variables are important, including: frequency of media use measures 4newspaper 

and magazine reading, radio listening, television yiewing, and movie-going), Fgh 
media content preference and actual exposure to different media content (different 
ne of news and entertainment available in the mass media), media evaluations) 
ibaivea ansivaHiune of the media performance in providing news and entertain- 

7 ment), and preferred sources of information about the ethnic community and 

the mother country (mixing all communication channels). , 


Ethnic Mass Media Communication: tietoded here are the same wette usage 


. variables with regard to the ethnic mass media available. In addition to ethnic 


Newspapers, a variety of ethnic radio programs, ethnic books and magazines are 
ao dew . ~. | 


a ae w 


“ available. 


Paychological Characteristics of Ethnicity: Included here are ethnic 


‘ 


self- identification, self-inage or stereotype, and self-esteem. Measures of 

these concepts can included: statements and questions such as: "I. am proud to 

be an (ethnic)"; "Given a choice, 1 I'd rather associate with the same ethnics 

_ than others"; "I intend to socialize my ehitdcen in my own ethnic heritage"; 

“Do, you consider yourself ‘an integrated American,’ "an American of ethnte ° 


descent,’ or ‘an ethnic living in America'?" 


t 


Behavioral Characteristics of Ethnicity: Amohg these are ethnic language 
use, inter-marriage, observance of ethnic holidays and customs, and preparation 


of ethnie, fo : 


om) 
i . ‘ * a 


‘ 


eA 


ig Other Demographic and External Factors: Included here are age, sex, place = 
oe ae birth, age at the time of immigration, length ‘of stay in the host country, and 
- ts size of ethnic group in the host country. 
Although our model is limited to these sets of jariablen presented above, 
“edditional variables can be taken into considerations in specific tests (@.85 
political and ibeiad actibudes of ethnics, political and religious affiliation). 
—_ Propositions a ; 
Our examination of the research literature, major perspectives and concepts : 
has produced a variety of fruitful areas for research. Following is a list a 
research propositions which could be subjected to vesting (It must also be noted 
that some of these propositions have ‘been generalized by prévious research; in — 
this case, previous reserch ‘sources will be identified). 
1. Larger ethnic groups are more likely to be heterogeneous on socio- 
. economic status dimensions than are smaller ones. . : } 
2.. If small groups have more extensive intergroup relati ns than large 
ones, small ethnic groups shoysd have evtonget communication networks Fs 
linking them to outgroups than larger ethnic groups. i 
3. The — the ethnic group, the greater the covcuntags of cutieluaie to 
‘ spouses from other ethnic groups. . 
’ 4 If group size affects intragroup association, then we er expect 
: greater ingroup communicatiow networks among larger than smaller 
ethnic groups. . 
5. If the probability of svacedathonw witied litecsak pacacne increases with 
| ee the nice and“ population density of a community, we would expect more, contact 
. between ethnic groups in larger and denser communities. 
6. There is a positive relationship. between vepcentare of friends from the 
ae sane re group and group size'(Laumann, 1973). 
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8. 


10. 
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14. 


16. 


17. 


Ethnic a al segregation restricts inketproup aici contact 
(Marston and ‘Van Valley, vial . 
Ethnic segregation would continue to exist even if social status 
daLterences among ethnic groups disappeared Guest and Weed, 1976). 

If physical segregation impedes outgroup relations, then ‘Serving in 
ethnic ne ighborhodds should be related to fewer outgroup links repre- 
sented by interpersonal communication: networks, though not necessarily 
by mass communication linkages. 

Sivudburel assimilation (intergroup personal senbenks is inhibited by 
ethnic segregation and that impact is andependent of social class, 
ethnicity, age and other factors (Gordon, 1964).. . 
People tend to limit social participation to their own social class 
within their own ethnic Keo -- the "ethclass" (Gordon 1964). 
‘Intermarriage, friendship and other relations are stronger within 
class than between each (Kourvetaris and Dobratz, 1976). 


+ i . a a 


More intensive social interaction is found with class than ethnic peers 


‘eo 


as class status vises (Gans, 1962), but class consciousness may exist 


at only the pinnacle of social hierarchy. 


Ethnicity, is less ide at middle than lower clase’ levels (Abramson, 1973). 


There is greater He social participatiae ae suburbs than in eleden 
(Tomeh, 1964). 
Ethnic organizations may replace spatial contiguity in generating primary 


ties. 
~ 


Less educated men with homogeneous friendships were less likely to 


belong to voluntary. association ‘than men in’ heterogeneous networks 


< 
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(Laumann, 1973), 


20. 


22. 


If a pattern ‘of symmetry is vias ilad in interpersonal Listes but less - 


any nrc pn tn eee 


so in links created by ethnic mass communication, then we may ees \ 
no ‘ differenée in mass and ‘interpersonal Sommgatentben relationships : 
with group ethnic identification, but interpeteonat communication -should 
be nck related to group cohesion: | 

Interpersonal communication’ networks and their characteristics mediate, 
the effect of individual chatactertaticn tides ioe. SES, person—— 
ality traits) and ethnic identification,- social and political attitudes 
(Laumann, va) , 

Communication sensations intra-group ties even when ethnic members 

are separated by distance atiee than concentrated in neighborhoods 
(Shibutand and Kwan, 1965). 

The devatiopadat of ‘ethnic group sonsensus and déhenten depends on 
people's participation in cdmmon communication channels (Shibutant 

and Kwan, 1965). as 4 : . ‘ si 


oamumentton of ethnic mass media should strengthen ethnic group aaa: 


while metro mass media Sehwnestdon should weaken intra-group ttes, 


Consumption of ethnic mass media should increase people's knowledge 


of their own ethnic group and how it relates to the larger society. 


Consumption of ethnic print media should be related to higher education, . 


higher income and occupational status, male and older. persons. a 


Ethnics with more contact with the "pother country" should have s ronger 


ethnic identification (e.g., letters, phone calls, 
consumption) and acculturate more ‘slowly if the "mother cultur 


rather stable (Sengstock, 1977). - 
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travel, mass media, 


; Hig, _ ; fo ee. ES 


salad dan should “ stronger with 1 later geiebacdons and Pa 
acctat status (Cohen, 1977). . Br 
. Ethnic friendship networks are more BER RENED OE: ARES second aiid 


third generations than ‘first shasta rte feaiaasin 1973). ae \ 


‘Ethnic group cohesion is. linked to high aeeree of intermarriage and 
geographical proximity as much as to ethnic association (Sengstogk, ant): 


29, More heterogeneous eenite groups. are more Likely te. assimilate more . 


quickly because of- Abke disappearance of- ‘commén ethnic bonds © (Eckert, 1976); 


so we would: ‘expect lower ethnic identification among more ‘heterogeneous 
_ ethnic Broups. ew ae 7 = 


eae a 


30. were count be positive relationships between ethnic ‘self- stintaiaae, self-— 
esteed and ethnic self-identity. i | - oe CUS 
31. Psychological characteristics of ethnicity (e.g., ethade identification, 
image and esteem) are not necessarily correlated with objective, behavioral 
characteristics. of ethnicity (e.g., language use, drkeruaiviagey observance 
of customs). “Linkages between the two would rather depend ‘on socio~ 
“structural, ceamninteaeinn Pee stratification situation, meaning all of 
the previous propositions that are subject to testing. 
| a Pe? . . ; . Conclusion * . _ | 
| _. - The preceding list is imposing and our task would bé.suf ficiently . ae 
 .chakYenging if ve Limit ourselves to replicating the snpinsnaiovenatwliiactats 


ao 


and testing the cen The list also shows. the magnitude a our task in 


2 relating rdhearch and conceptual ization in these areas: mass and interpersonal 


7 , 


x pars communication, ethnicity-assin{lation, achievenent-or Lented /economtié stratifi- . 


cation. This is by. no ‘means a simple snakes but, the systematic testing of the 


a “e : var ious propositions cowl and” ‘ahould be made in the future. 
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and on chat measure ‘this. paper. sola ‘fail: 
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Instead, this. paper" has patie 
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to siete’ epecttic ways to nots! the: konplexities of the undertaking’ aps fuch 
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an attempt, we have two explicit asgumpt lors. 
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| - on empirical science where data, representing | "mother-hature reality" t would 
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First, we have based our Approach 
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», have a chance. to say "yea" of oie to’ our Ausatlany: Second,’ our ageunption 
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was more of a clarification; we have aon to sort our: relationships, 
oh nee » ‘yd RY * 


«ts "i eondapes, and perspectives which s were often subject to confusion’ in se 


» 1 


science because in. part researchers have sorted riabnaisee: into eith oF 


psychology or sociology rather than Ranider tng ethnicity acrpss » the full. range 


of social science, aera: F hy pet a et ‘at ie 
d « rae, ae ‘ ‘ ‘ \ 

— ig 

a ots is our hope that these’ ne assumptions have been met in this eee and 
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